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able on every side. Tyre, on tlie other hand, was
founded upon the sea, and it was impossible for a
land force alone to besiege it successfully. No
matter how completely it was invested by land,
provisions could always be introduced from the
sea. The Chaldeans were no more familiar with
the sea than the Assyrians or Babylonians1 had
been, and were no more able or willing to venture
upon it. Nebuchadrezzar had no seaport on the
Mediterranean in complete possession, from which
he could send forth a fleet to besiege Tyre from
the sea, and he had no fleet with which to do this
even if he had had the port of departure. The
issue of the attempt which Nebuchadrezzar wus
now to make was problematical indeed. But
Tyre must be punished or his empire might be
assailed again in a twelvemonth, even though
Judah had been so terribly handled. In 585
Nebuchadrezzar led his army against Tyre and
began a siege. It was a long and tedious enter-
prise. For thirteen years2 the Chaldeans held on
their investment (585-573) unable to take the city*
Unfortunately there is no account of this siege in

1 It is not intended to assert that the Babylonians hud no Bhips, but
simply that they were not warn at. Herodotm* (i, 104) and Sennacherib
(Taylor Cylinder, col. jii, lines 55, f>G, JRtwrds of the Pant) Kew Hcric*, vl,
p. 92) witness to their possession aud use of ships. The English ventfouB
of Isa. xliii, 14, "the Chaldeans, whoso cry is iu the ships" (A. V.), and
"the Chaldeans,in the ships of their rejoicing" (K. V.), give a totally false
impression, if they seem to make the Ohaldoans u seafaring folk, for BO fch<*
passage is often quoted. The text is quite likely corrupt. Bee Oheyweund
especially Marti (Bat* Kucli JfMijfy p. 297) on the passage.
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